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3 / 5/53 


Dear Paul, 

f 

- a 7 disgroenant ?rit'n youi* conclusions, not the idea ( 
tney are not. supported by fact where fact i 8 available hut 
that la invalid,. 


I have, no doubt of blsckuail, official 
fci «h « . ipil tically, 1 nave 30 stc tod in orint 


/ 

1 , oan believe 


"icrc w di s gar ee is, for example, cn his fear of h: 
f Ea i: 3 influence on his, in your assumption that his "old 
-•mew ha was in D, in your speculation which is based upon r 
you-, pre-censpe tier-, that lie knew °nd was conc’i litexv, t 
c. i-me is simpler and I think warranted by what r.s dte 3 

Sorry, no tire. Going tc M. 0 . tomorrow, 

fife thanks you for kind note. 


3 4 nos^slv « 

jL ~ ' —J $ 


3f speculation, us that 
grow from, 3naculation 

1 !ct.’.C". :T when it got 

. s fi f e T a d oporto t i on 
associates" didn’t 
io thing and is necessary 
dost hs r econo it erect, 
mo w and can believe. 



